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three met with  and  in the board room.  told the employees that 
they would not be filling the contract (844), to put the file away and not to say anything to anyone. 

 recalled this as being very unusual and commented that the tone of the meeting was 
borderline threatening.  does not recall  saying anything during the meeting but recalled 
that  was there as it was the first time  met a. After this meeting the contract was re-bid 
as DWS 844A. 

 was also involved in the evaluation of DWS 844A.  recalled  coming into an 
evaluation meeting and telling the committee that they were not to recommend a bidder for the 
contract.   never felt that the evaluation team had a favorite (bias) but of course used prior 
positive experience with the bidding contractors in their evaluation of the proposals. 

 reaction to the awarding of 844A to DFT was a horrible feeling and that “something shy-
stie” was going on.  has a good friend who works for DCI and told  that they got a call 
saying that they did not get the contract, only to get another call later to say they were getting the 
contract.  commented that the awarding of the contract to DFT was unfair to Motor City. 

 knew that  and  had a relationship because a year or two 
before this contract was awarded  and attended an event at either Cobo Hall or the 
Renaissance Center with officials from Dubia.  and  also traveled to Dubai 
together. 

The reasoning of Motor City not agreeing to no change orders did not seem fair either given the 
nature of the contract and the fact that DFT’s bid was $2 million higher than Motor City’s. 

 explained that given this cost difference DFT likely would not need any change orders as 
they had the money already built into the contract. If Motor City had executed the contract it was 
quite possible that even if they had submitted change orders they would not have cost $2 million. 

 characterized the decision to employ dual negotiations as “off the back” (unprecedented).   
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